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Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, never has a

bill been so misrepresented and trashed
as has the patent bill. The effort to de-
monize this bill has not contributed to
our debate, but has only misled Mem-
bers who do not and should not be ex-
pected to understand the intricacies of
the complex patent laws.

Following our debate last week, a
Member was quoted as saying Mr.
ROHRABACHER’s bill helps the little guy
while H.R. 400 only helps big business.
I asked him how he reached that con-
clusion, and he replied that is what the
opponents of H.R. 400 told me to say.
That is his explanation.

This typifies the type of reasoning
that has surrounded this debate. We de-
feated the Rohrabacher amendment
last week. We are not yet finished.
Help us defeat the amendments today,
pass H.R. 400, and bring the United
States patent system into the 21st cen-
tury.

Mr. Speaker, later today we will finish con-
sideration of an omnibus patent bill, H.R. 400,
which I have attempted to shepherd through
this body. While I believe we will pass the
measure without weakening amendments, I
feel compelled to address the manner by
which the bill has been criticized since its in-
troduction on January 9.

Never, in my years as a Congressman have
I seen a piece of legislation so thoroughly mis-
represented as to content and effect as has
the patent bill. The effort to demonize this bill
has not contributed to our debate; it has only
served to mislead, confuse, and paralyze
some Members who do not and should not be
expected to understand all of the intricacies of
a complex and arcane topic such as patent
law. If we wait much longer, I anticipate that
our detractors will attempt to convince the
American public that I, as a lifetime member of
the VFW, am conspiring with the other Bol-
sheviks down at the VFW Hall in Greensboro,
NC, to destroy the United States and subvert
her national economy.

With all due respect, Mr. Speaker, the chief
opponent of H.R. 400 does not serve on either
the subcommittee or full committee of jurisdic-
tion. I dare say he has never sat on a panel
charged with having knowledge of any intellec-
tual property law.

Mr. Speaker, I implore my colleagues to
bring our patent system into the 21st century
by supporting H.R. 400 and rejecting the sim-
plistic and distorted criticism that has sur-
rounded the bill to date.
f

AGAINST MFN FOR CHINA

(Mr. WOLF asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rial.)

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, the question
of MFN will be coming up. I urge Mem-
bers to take a look at a recent poll
done by the Weekly Standard which I
will put in the RECORD. This is what
Public Opinion Strategies said:

By an overwhelming margin of 61 to
29 percent, the American people oppose
MFN for China. The other 10 percent
did not know.

Sixty-one to twenty-nine percent.

The pollsters asked the respondents:
‘‘Do you support or oppose continuing
most-favored-nation status with
China?’’ Sixty-one percent to twenty-
nine percent. That is all across the
country, in every region, in all the
cities, in the suburbs, on the farms, all
political spectrum, men and women.
The fact is even a greater percentage of
women, 67 to 22 percent, oppose MFN.

Let us listen to the American people.
The Chinese are persecuting Chris-
tians, they have Christians in jail,
Catholic priests, Catholic bishops,
evangelical pastors, persecuting Bud-
dhists and Moslems, and yet this Con-
gress and this administration is think-
ing of giving MFN for China.

I strongly urge Members to read the
poll. The American people are aware.
The Republican Party and the Demo-
cratic Party ought to be. Oppose MFN
for China.

Mr. Speaker, I include the following
editorial for the RECORD:

[From the Weekly Standard, April 28, 1997]
THE POLL NUMBERS ON CHINA: 61–29 AGAINST

The Washington debate over the Clinton
administration’s policy of appeasement—
pardon us, ‘‘engagement’’—toward China is
heating up. It will get even warmer as July
1 nears, when Hong Kong reverts to Chinese
sovereignty after 155 years as a British
crown colony. And there’ll be a full boil
when Congress takes up the question of Chi-
na’s ‘‘most favored nation’’ status in Amer-
ican trade law. The fearsome let’s-trade-
with-Beijing lobby will twist the arms of
congressmen to shut up about human rights
and pass MFN. Wavering legislators will
want to know: Where’s the public on this
nettlesome issue? Here’s the answer.

At the Weekly Standard’s request, the
polling firm Public Opinion Strategies ear-
lier this month reminded 800 Americans that
the MFN designation ‘‘gives the Chinese full
trading privileges with the United States.’’
Then our pollsters posed a question that, if
anything, bends over backwards in favor of
engagement.

Some people support MFN ‘‘because they
believe it will promote democracy and free
markets in China and help the U.S. econ-
omy.’’ Others want to suspend MFN ‘‘because
China limits human rights, sells arms to
Iran and pursues an aggressive foreign pol-
icy.’’ So do our poll respondents ‘‘support or
oppose continuing most favored nation sta-
tus with China?’’

The result: The American people oppose
MFN, overwhelmingly, by 61 to 29 percent
(the other 10 percent don’t or gave no an-
swer). They oppose it in every region of the
country. They oppose it in the cities. They
oppose it in the suburbs. They oppose it on
the farm. White people oppose it. Black peo-
ple oppose it. Republicans oppose it. Demo-
crats oppose it. Rich people oppose it. Poor
people oppose it. High-school dropouts op-
pose it. Ph.D.s oppose it. Married people op-
pose it. Single people oppose it. Clinton vot-
ers oppose it. Dole voters oppose it. Perot
voters oppose it.

In other words, everyone opposes MFN.
And interestingly enough, no one opposes
MFN more than women do; by a whopping 45-
point margin, 67 to 22 percent. So on this
issue, President Clinton has a gender gap. He
deserves it.

f

SPECIAL ORDERS
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-

uary 7, 1997, and under a previous order
of the House, the following Members
will be recognized for 5 minutes each.
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Georgia [Mr. LEWIS] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. LEWIS of Georgia addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.]
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina [Mr.
JONES] is recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. JONES addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.]
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Dakota [Mr.
POMEROY] is recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. POMEROY addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from New York [Mrs. KELLY] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mrs. KELLY addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Washington [Mr.
METCALF] is recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. METCALF addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]
f

ARMENIAN GENOCIDE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 1997, the gentleman from New
Jersey [Mr. PALLONE] is recognized for
60 minutes as the designee of the mi-
nority leader.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today as my colleagues and I do every
year at this time to join in remem-
brance and commemoration of one of
the most horrible events of the 20th
century and, in fact, in all of human
history. That is the systematic exter-
mination of 1.5 million Armenian men,
women, and children during the final
years of the Ottoman Turkish empire.
This was the first genocide of the 20th
century, a precursor to the Nazi Holo-
caust and the other cases of ethnic
cleansing and mass extermination of
peoples in our time in Bosnia and
Central Africa and in other parts of the
world.

We must, Mr. Speaker, call what hap-
pened to the Armenian people between
the years 1915 and 1923 by its correct
name, and that is genocide. Tomorrow,
Thursday, April 24, marks the 82d anni-
versary of the beginning of the Arme-
nian genocide. Armenian-Americans
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